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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 6/20/2006 has been entered. 



Response to Arguments 

2. In response to communications filed on 6/20/2006, the specification has been amended 
and the objection to the specification has been withdrawn. Applicant amends claims 1,11, and 
12. The following claims 1-12 are presented for examination. 

2.1 In response to communications filed on 6/20/2006, the 101 rejection of claim 12 has been 
withdrawn with respect to the amendment. Applicant's remarks with respect to the rejection of 
claims 1-12 have been fully considered but they are moot in view of a new ground of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent 
6,952,800 to Danner et al. 



As per claim 1, Danner et al discloses a method for using a data processing system as 
a function of an authorization in Internet telephony, the method comprising the steps of: defining a 
basic control level relating to execution of specific instructions using a data processing system 10 for 
at least one basic user of the data processing system, the specific instructions being received in an 
Internet Markup Language (XML) and parsed using a parser (see column 7, lines 10-22) that meets 
the recitation of defining a basic authorization level relating to execution of specific instructions 
using the data processing system for at least one basic user of the data processing system, the specific 
instructions being received in an Internet Markup Language (XML) and parsed using a parser. 
Danner et al discloses defining a user-specific level as a next level (priority authorization level), 
permitting execution of subscriber-specific control parameters overlying the basic control level for at 
least one specific subscriber of the data processing system (see column 5, lines 54-55 and column 7, 
lines 22-38) that meets the recitation of defining a priority authorization level which permits execution 
of instructions with wider ranging access rights in comparison to the instructions of the basic 
authorization level for at least one priority user of the data processing system. Danner et al 
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discloses noting at least one of the instructions and a syntax of the instructions for the basic 
authorization level in a basic file section (see column 8, lines 62-65 and fig. 4A); noting at least one 
of the instructions and a syntax of the instructions for the priority authorization level in a priority file 
section (see column 8, line 65 through column 9, line 5 and fig. 4B); As interpreted by Examiner, 
Danner et al further discloses determining the authorization level (control information from the 
parsed XML control documents defining the authorization levels) before executing the 
application operations (see column 7, lines 39-65 see also column 7, lines 10-38) that meets the 
recitation of determining the authorization level of a user before the execution of the instructions of 
the user, and further discloses the execution of the application operations is based on basic control 
level or user-specific level (see column 7, lines 39-65) that meets the recitation of using one of the 
basic file section and the priority file section, as a function of the authorization level determined, to 
define the instructions which the user can execute. 

As per claim 11, Danner et al discloses a system comprising a server that inherently has 
processor and memory that meets the recitation of parts for performing the steps disclosed in 
claim 1 1 . As interpreted by Examiner the functions in claim 1 1 are intended use and they may 
not be given any patentable weight. The steps disclosed in claim 1 1 are the same as claim 1 and 
claim 1 1 is also rejected on the same rationale as the rejection of claim 1 above. 

As per claim 12, claim 12 recites the same limitation as in the rejection of claim 1 except 
for implementing the claimed method into a program. Therefore, claim 12 is rejected on the 
same rationale as the rejection of claim 1 above. 
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As per claim 2, Banner et al discloses storing the basic file section in a basic file 
and storing the preferred section in a priority file which differs from the basic file (see 
column 8, lines 62-67). 

As per claim 3, as interpreted by Examiner, Danner et al discloses some text 
elements in figs. 4A and 4B that do not themselves define a program which can be executed 
by a processor that meets the recitation of wherein at least one of the basic file section and the 
priority file section does not itself define a program or program section, which can be executed 
by a processor (see figures 28 and 29). 

As per claim 4, Danner et al discloses a basic authorization level and one user-specific 
attributes in the user-specific authorization level not including in the basic authorization level 
that meets the recitation of defining the instructions of the basic authorization level and at least one 
of an additional instruction and an expanded syntax in comparison with the syntax of the basic 
authorization level for the priority authorization level (column 7, lines 22-38). 

As per claim 5, Danner et al substantially teaches the claimed method of claim 1 . 
Danner et al further discloses transmitting, by a user, an instruction file with instructions to the 
data processing system for determining the authorization level (see column 6, lines 46-64); 
checking the instructions contained in the instruction file as a function of the authorization level 
using one of the basic file section and the priority file section (see column 7, lines 54 through 
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column 7, line 5 and column 7, lines 26-36); and storing the instruction file for a later execution if 
it contains only instructions which are valid for the authorization level which is determined (see 
column 7, lines 26-36). 

As per claim 6, as interpreted by Examiner, Danner et al discloses determining the 
authorization level (control information from the parsed XML control documents defining the 
authorization levels) before executing the application operations (see column 7, lines 39-65 see 
also column 7, lines 10-38) that meets the recitation of determining the authorization level of a user 
before the processing of the instruction file; and further discloses the execution of the application 
operations is based on basic control level or user-specific level (see column 7, lines 39-65) that 
meets the recitation of using one of the basic file section and the priority file section, as a function of 
the authorization level for the processing of the instruction file. 

As per claim 7, Danner et al discloses wherein the basic file section and the priority file 
section contain at least one of the instructions and a syntax of the instructions of a markup language, 
which is used to described contents of character chains, the markup language being selected from the 
group consisting of SGML, XML, HTML 4. 0, and a markup language based on one of these languages 
such that the instruction file contains instructions in the markup language (see figs. 4A and 4B). 

As per claim 8, Danner et al discloses wherein the basic file section in the priority file 
section define at least one of instructions and a syntax of the instructions for controlling a voice 
transmission via at least one of a circuit-switched telephone network and a packet-switched data 



Application/Control Number: 10/006,314 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2136 

transmission network, the syntax of instructions of a language selected from a group consisting of 
CPL and a language based on CPL (voice application using XML) such that the instruction filed 
defines instructions for controlling the voice transmission (see for example, column 7, lines 31-65). 

As per claims 9-10, Danner et al discloses the limitation of wherein, for processing the 
instruction file, a same parser program is used for decomposing the instruction file into individual 
instructions and wherein a same application program is used for executing the instructions, 
irrespective of the authorization level (see column 7, lines 10-48). 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure as the art discloses many of the claimed features. See PTO-form 892. 

4. 1 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Carl Colin whose telephone number is 571-272-3862. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 8:00-6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser G. Moazzami can be reached on 571-272-4195. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Carl Colin/ 

Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2136 • 
September 7, 2007 



